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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 11-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fatheree in view of Vanistendael and JP 59-188129. 

Fatheree shows a swing clamp having a pressing member 43, a rotary member 
59, and a body 13. The pin 37 is received in closed slot 29 having first and second 
guide surfaces at the respective ends thereof. When the pin is exactly between the 
ends of the slot the pin is in the middle position. This pin/slot connection is seen fulfill 
the multiple functions of (1 ) a rotary range restricting means, (2) an interlock means, 
and (3) a guide means. Fatheree lacks a holding means for holding the pressing 
member in the press releasing position. 

Vanistendael teaches the use of a holding means 45. 

To provide a holding means in Fatheree would have been obvious for one skilled 
in the art at the time the invention was made in view of the disclosure of Vanistendael. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this in order to enable 
the clamp to automatically go to a non-clamping or release position when the rotary 
member is rotated to the non-clamping position. This holding member may be termed 
a "resilient body", a "resilient element", or a "resilient member". To further make the 
gradient of the first guide surface smaller than the gradient of the second guide surface 
in Fatheree would have been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time the invention 
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was made in view of the disclosure of Vanistendael. Not the small gradient of the first 
guide surface in Figure 3 of Vanistendael. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to do this in order to provide a slow and smooth initial rotation of the 
pressing member into position above the workpiece rather than a quick abrupt motion. 
Inasmuch as the shape of the gradient of the slot is directly proportional to the 
combined downward and rotary movement of pressing member it would have been 
obvious for one skilled in the art to experiment with a variety of different gradients and 
shapes of slots and merely select the slot gradient and shape desired. 

JP 59-188129 teaches that a rotatable arm may be indexed with contact 
surfaces. To provide for contact surfaces supra that index the rotatable arm 43 in 
Fatherre would have been obvious in view of JP 59-188129. To provide rotatable 
detent indexing serially between the rotating member 59 and the rotatable arm 43 in 
Farheree would have been obvious in view of the JP 59-1 881 29 disclosure. The 
examiner takes Official Notice that a bellville spring is commonly used to bias two 
surfaces together. To provide bias the two contact surfaces together by means of 
Bellville spring or the like is well know and obvous. 

The above applied structure is seen to be capable of performing the recited use. 
The rotating member will rotating does not rotate the press member particluarly when 
the in the "29" range of the slot which is vertical. 

Applicant's remarks have been give careful consideration. It appears that 
applicant has some specific narrow interpretation of the terms, rotary range restricting 
means, interlock means, and, guide means. The examiner takes a broader 
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interpretation of these terms and the references as applied meet the examiners broader 
interpretation of these terms. Applicant argues that the shape of the slot and its 
gradient are patentable features. It is the examiner's position that since the shape and 
gradient of the slot directly affects the rotation and downward movement of the pressing 
member that it would have been obvous for one skilled in the art to select a slot shape 
and gradient commensurate with the pressing member movement that is desired. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert C. Watson whose telephone number is 571 272- 
4498. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Thurs. , 5:30am - 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph J. Hail III can be reached on 571 272-4485. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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